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Re: Complaint Aaainst Rodriauez for Congress 

Dear Mr. Norton: 

We respectfully file this complaint against Rodriguez for Congress (“Rodriguez”), the 
principal campaign committee for Roberto Rodriguez, candidate for the U.S. House of 
Representatives in California’s 25th Congressional District. Rodriguez wrongly claims 
the Millionaire’s Amendment exemption and has accepted numerous illegal and 
excessive contributions. 

Rodriguez falsely claims the Millionaire’s Amendment 

The Millionaire’s Amendment may only be triggered after a candidate’s opponent 
spends at least $350,000 in personal funds on the election 2 U.S.C. Q 441e(l); 11 CFR 
Q 400.9(b). If the opponent’s “Opposition Personal Funds Amount” exceeds this 
threshold, a Mouse candidate may accept contributions up to $6,300 per individual; the 
national and state party committees may then make unlimited coordinated expenditures 
on the candidate’s behalf 11 CFR Q 400.41. 

Rodriguez claims the Millionaire’s Amendment exemption in his Pre-Primary, July 
Quarterly, October Quarterly and Pre-General financial filings.‘ However, Rep. Buck 
McKeon, Rodriguez’s opponent has spent zero money in personal funds. As reported 
in his October Quarterly, McKeon has neither used his own money nor loaned personal 
funds to the campaign. Although Rep, McKeon leads Rodriguez in contributions overall, 
these are irrelevant for purposes of the Millionaire’s Amendment. Rodriguez has no 
grounds upon which to claim the Millionaire’s Amendment exemption. 

‘ Each filing includes the Millionaire’s Amendment exemption language, “Limits Increased Due to Opponent‘s 
Spending (2 U.S.C. 9 4 1  a(1)(44-1 a-l).” 
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Furthermore, Rodriguez made no attempt to properly claim the exemption, but instead 
simply accepted excessive contributions. The Millionaire’s Amendment exemption may 
only be claimed after the candidate receives a Form 10 filing from the opponent 
indicating the opponent’s intent to spend personal funds pursuant to 11 CFR Q 400.24. 
If a candidate determines the Millionaire’s Amendment has been triggered, such 
candidate must properly file with the Commission and the opponent indicating helshe 
will accept increased contributions in turn per 11 CFR Q 400.30(b)(2). McKeon never 
filed Form 10 because he has spent no personal funds, and Rodriguez never notified 
the Commission or McKeon of his intent to accept increased contributions. 

Rodriguez illegally accepted excessive contributions. 

Rodriguez’s October Quarterly reveals he accepted numerous excessive contributions, 
even from his own campaign workers. These illegal contributions are as follows: 

Sarah Apse1 

Ankur Desai 
Armida Limon 
Noerena Limon 

Armen Meyer 

Ray A. Rodriguez 
Vikram Desai 

$3,480 

$3,300 

$2,240 

$3,305 

$3,939 

$3,100 
$2,600 

Nor do Rodriguez’s listed disbursements show these contributions were refunded. 
Armida Limon, Noerena Limon and Ray A. Rodriguez received no disbursements at all 
during this period, while the other contributors received disbursements less than their 
contributions (except for Vikram Desai, for whom the filing shows a $3,100 
disbursement for “car lease”). In addition, Noerena Limon is Treasurer for Rodriguez far 
Congress, making Rodriguez’s violation all the more inexcusable. 
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Conclusion 

Rodriguez for Congress falsely claimed the Millionaire's Amendment exemption and 
illegally accepted excessive contributions. We therefore respectfully ask the 
Commission to: (1 ) investigate Rodriguez's improper claim of the Millionaire's 
Amendment exception; (2) determine why, if Rodriguez believed the Amendment had 
been triggered, the campaign still did not properly declare its intent to accept increased 
contributions; (3) force the disgorgement of these illegal contributions; and (4) punish 
Rodriguez for Congress accordingly. 

Respectfully, 
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